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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification sliall conclude witli one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the Invention. Regarding claim 1 , the phrase "for example" renders the 
claim indefinite because it is unclear whether the limitation(s) following the phrase are 
part of the claimed Invention. See MPEP § 2173.05(d). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following Is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
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5. Claims 1 and 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2001/0035645 to Carides, et. al. ("Carides") in 
view of U.S. Patent Application No. 5,779,482 to Fukumoto ("Fukumoto"). 

Regarding claim 1, Carides discloses a material (label) comprising a first sheet 
and second sheet (base ply 14 and second ply 26), each having opposite faces, 
designated as front and back faces, at least one of the faces being intended to bear 
legible printed information (see Carides paragraph 15, lines 1-3), but Carides fails to 
teach in addition to bearing printed information, at least one of the front faces bearing 
legible information which, distinct from the printed information, is in the form of reliefs 
appearing to be superimposed upon the printed information. However, Fukumoto 
provides such teaching, in the form of Braille reliefs superimposed upon printed 
information located on labels (see Fukumoto col. 4, lines 3-5). It would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the 
Carides sheets by superimposing Fukumoto Braille reliefs upon the regions of the 
Carides sheets bearing printed information, in order to enable visually handicapped 
persons to understand the printed information (see Fukumoto col. 3, lines 22-25) 

Regarding claim 3, Carides, as modified by Fukumoto, teaches the material of 
claim 1, characterized in that the information in relief is formed by deposit of an element 
on front face of at least one of the first and second sheets (see Fukumoto col. 4, lines 3- 
5). 
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6. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Carides in 
view of Fukumoto, as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 
5,753,350 to Bright ("Bright"). 

Carides, as modified by Fukumoto, discloses the material of claim 1 , but fails to 
teach the information in relief being formed by local deformation along the thickness of 
at least one of the first and second sheets. However, Bright provides such teaching, in 
the form of embossed Braille indicia (see Bright col. 2, lines 6-9). It would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the 
label with Braille reliefs taught by Carides in view of Fukumoto by replacing the 
Fukumoto reliefs (formed by deposit of an element) with the Bhght reliefs (formed by 
local deformation along the thickness of a sheet), in order to enable visually 
handicapped persons to identify products, as explicitly taught by Bright. 

7. Claims 4-8 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Carides in view of Fukumoto, as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of 
U.S. Patent No. 5,449,240 to Dorpfeld, et. al. ("Dorpfeld"). 

Regarding claim 4, Carides, as modified by Fukumoto, discloses the material of 
claim 1, but fails to teach the information in relief being composed by local modification 
of the state of the surface of the front face of at least one of the first and second sheets. 
However, Dorpfeld provides such teaching, in the form of an apparatus cutting Braille 
indicia into the surface of a substrate (see Dorpfeld col. 2, lines 31-34; note that 
although the Dorpfeld invention is not focused upon this apparatus, the reference 
nonetheless discloses the computer-directed cutting technology). It would have been 
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obvious to a person of ordinary sl^ill in tine art at tine time of tine invention to modify the 
label with Braille reliefs taught by Carides in view of Fukumoto by replacing the 
Fukumoto reliefs (formed by deposit of an element) with the reliefs described by 
Dorpfeld (formed by a computer-directed operation in which Braille indicia is cut into a 
substrate surface), in order to achieve a label with Braille indicia having high degrees of 
accuracy and precision. 

Regarding claim 5, Carides, as modified by Fukumoto and Dorpfeld, discloses 
the material of claim 4, wherein phnted and relief information are included on a single 
sheet (note that per the combination instructions set forth in the rejection of claim 4, 
above, printed information, as well as relief information, are included on the same 
sheet). 

Regarding claim 6, Carides, as modified by Fukumoto and Dorpfeld, discloses 
the material of claim 4, including at least two sheets (Carides plies) constituted by said 
first and second sheets (base ply and second ply, respectively), of which the first sheet 
is made of opaque material (see Carides paragraph 33, lines 9-14), whose front face 
bears printed information (see Carides paragraph 15, lines 1-4), and the second sheet 
is made of transparent material (see Carides paragraph 46, line 13), whose front face 
bears information in relief (note that per the combination set forth in the rejection of 
claim 1, above, both the first and second sheets contain printed information as well as 
information in relief), and the second sheet is superimposed on the front face of the first 
sheet (see rejection under 35 USC 112, above), the first sheet bearing printed 
information (see Carides paragraph 15, lines 1-4). 
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Regarding claim 7, Carides, as modified by Ful^umoto and Dorpfeld, discloses 
the material of claim 4, including at least two sheets (Carides plies) constituted by said 
first and second sheets (base ply and second ply, respectively), of which the second 
sheet is made of opaque material (see Carides claim 13), whose front face bears 
printed information (see Carides paragraph 15, lines 1-4), and the first sheet is made of 
transparent and flexible material (see Carides paragraph 33, lines 14-17, providing that 
the base ply may be made of filmic materials such as polyethylene, polystyrene or 
polyester; note that said materials may be produced in the form of transparent sheets if 
desired; see also Carides paragraph 33, lines 1-6, describing the ply as flexible), whose 
front face bears printed information (see Carides paragraph 15, lines 1-4), and the first 
sheet is superimposed on the front face of the second sheet (see rejection under 35 
use 112, above), the second sheet bearing information in relief (note that per the 
combination set forth in the rejection of claim 1 , above, both the first and second sheets 
contain printed information as well as information in relief). 

Regarding claim 8, Carides, as modified by Fukumoto and Dorpfeld, discloses 
the material of claim 4, including at least two sheets (Carides plies) constituted by said 
first and second sheets (base ply and second ply, respectively), of which the second 
sheet is made of opaque material (see Carides claim 13), whose front face bears 
information in relief (note that per the combination set forth in the rejection of claim 1 , 
above, both the first and second sheets contain printed information as well as 
information in relief), and the first sheet is made of opaque (see Carides paragraph 33, 
lines 9-14) and flexible (see Carides paragraph 33, lines 1-6) material, bearing printed 
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information on its front face (see Carides paragrapli 15, lines 1-4), and tlie first sheet is 
superimposed on the front face of the second sheet (see rejection under 35 USC 1 1 2, 
above), the second sheet bearing information in relief (note that per the combination set 
forth in the rejection of claim 1 , above, both the first and second sheets contain printed 
information as well as information in relief). 

Regarding claim 11, Carides, as modified by Fukumoto and Dorpfeld, discloses 
outer wrapping for a receptacle made at least in part of a material according to claim 8 
(see rejection of claim 8, above) (see Carides abstract, line 2, providing that the label 
assembly is adapted for affixation to a vessel). 

8. Claims 9-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent No. 5,566,823 to Summers ("Summers") in view of Carides, as modified by 
Fukumoto (in the manner and for the reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 1 , 
above). 

Regarding claim 9, Summers discloses packaging comprising a receptacle 
(toothbrush holder 10, having Braille markings located on a tray 16 found within the 
interior of the toothbrush holder), but fails to teach a material according to claim 8. 
Carides, as modified by Fukumoto, provides such teaching, in the form of a label having 
Braille information superimposed upon corresponding printed information (see rejection 
of claim 8, above). It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify the Summers toothbrush holder by replacing the 
Braile indicia located on the interior tray with the Braille/printed information label 
assembly taught by Carrides in view of Fukumoto, in order to enable sighted as well as 
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visually handicapped members of tine same liouseliold to identify tlieir tootlibrushes, 
and make equal use of the toothbrush holder. 

Regarding claim 10, when Summers is modified by Carides and Fukumoto (in the 
manner and for the reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 9, above), the resultant 
combination discloses an inner lining for a receptacle, made up at least in part of a 
material according to claim 8 (see rejection of claim 8, above) (note that Examiner 
considers the inner tray of the Summers toothbrush holder to be an inner lining of the 
receptacle). 

Conclusion 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JUSTIN V. LEWIS whose telephone number is 
(571)270-5052. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30am - 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Monica S. Carter can be reached on (571) 272-4475. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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10. Information regarding tine status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated Information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/JVL/ 

/Monica S. Carter/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3722 



